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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-18, 2, 22-26, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Ogilvie et al. (6,344,796). 

4. With respect to Claim 1 : Oglivie discloses the use of a method for retrieving and storing 
packages (See abstract) comprising the steps of depositing a package for a registered user in one 
of a plurality of access controlled storage units (See abstract), and notifying a user that the 
package is available for retrieval (See Figure 3, column 4, lines 24-29). 

5. With respect to Claim 2: Oglivie discloses authenticating delivery service personnel at 
the node side prior to access with the storage unit (See Figure 3, Column 3, lines 45-64). 

6. With respect to Claim 3: Oglivie discloses authenticating the delivery service by 
validating an account number (the examiner considers the transaction code of Oglivie to be an 
account number for the transaction, Column 4, lines 1-13) and an ID number of the delivery 
personnel (Column 3, lines 53-65). 
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7. With respect to Claims 4 and 5: Oglivie discloses entering in a customer account number 
(which the examiner consideres to be the access code created by the central controller for the 
customer to receive goods, Column 4, line 31-44). 

8. With respect to Claim 6: Oglivie discloses requesting a storage unit for deposit (Column 
4, lines 1-3). 

9. With respect to Claim 7: Oglivie discloses selecting a storage unit, which are made of all 
different sizes, therefore selects a storage unit size (See Figure 1). 

10. With respect to Claim 8: Oglivie discloses requesting package retrieval (Column 4, lines 
34-35). 

1 1 . With respect to Claims 9-10: Oglivie discloses authenticating a user by validating an 
account number (transaction code) and a personal ID number (access code) (Column 4, lines 54- 
67). 

1 2. With respect to Claim 1 1 : Oglivie discloses validating the balance of user's account 
(Column 5, lines 22-30). 

13. With respect to Claim 12: Oglivie discloses opening the storage unit (Column 4, lines24- 
44). 

14. With respect to Claim 13: Oglivie discloses recording the transactions (Column 2, lines 
38-49). 

15. With respect to Claim 14: Oglivie discloses recording date and time of package deposit 
and pick up and size of storage unit (Column 4, lines 24-53). 

16. With respect to Claim 15: Oglivie discloses entering a unit number (column 3 line 66 to 
column 4 line 6). 

17. With respect to Claim 16: See Oglivie, Column 4, lines 13-29. 
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1 8. With respect to Claim 17: Oglivie discloses a system of one or more delivery node 
systems (10) having a plurality of storage units and a locker controller for controlling access (See 
Figure 1 and reference numeral 14). 

19. With respect to Claim 18: Oglivie discloses the use of a user interface for 
communications (See 224 on Figure 1, and 22U in specification). 

20. With respect to Claim 20: Oglivie discloses the use of a keypad as an input device for 
users (Column 3, lines 53-65). 

21 . With respect to Claim 22: Oglivie discloses the use of a security system (14, Column 3, 
lines 30-35). 

22. With respect to Claim 23: Oglivie discloses the use of the delivery node communicating 
with the back office system via a communications network (Reference numberals 22U and 14). 

23. With respect to Claim 24: Oglivie discloses the use of a communications network is a 
global network, which the examiner considers to be a wide area network (See Figure 2). 

24. With respect to Claim 25: Oglivie discloses the use of a communications network that 
sends notification messages can send an Internet message, therefore the examiner considers this 
to mean the network comprises the Internet (Column 4, lines 29-31). 

25. With respect to Claims 26 and 29: Oglivie discloses the user accesses a website to create 
a package delivery code and transaction code (column 6, lines 47-60). Therefore it is inherent 
that the system has access to the internet, so includes a router and web server, since the controller 
that stores the codes is a website. 

26. With respect to Claim 30: Oglivie discloses multiple embodiments, one being a fixed 
node, where the customers add a permanent storage device to a building such as an apartment or 
a home, and further discloses a remote node, where the storage units are located at a delivery 
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center, and discloses these nodes can be remotely controlled. And Further discloses the 
invention can be coupled with other unattended depot applications to create a completely new 
node in the logistics chain (column 2, lines 22-27). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

27. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

28. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

29. Claims 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oglivie 
in view of Kaarsoo et al. (5,475,378). 

30. Oglivie as disclosed above for Claim 17 discloses the use of a control unit using a keypad 
to gain entry. However Oglivie, fails to disclose the use of a proximity cart reader as well as a 
display for messaging the user. Kaarsoo discloses the use of a control panel that has multiple 
inputs and outputs a car reader, card slot, keypad and LCD display (see Column 3, lines 25-37). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to modify the control unit of Oglivie to include the card reader as well as the LCD display, 
as disclosed by Kaarsoo in order to improve the security of electronic access under central 
control and monitoring and to provide identification data (see Kaarsoo abstract, and columns 1 
and 2). 

3 1 . Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oglivie 
in view of Tsukuda (6,085,170). 

32. Oglivie discloses a network that controls and manages the storage units, but fails to 
disclose a network with a transaction server and a database server. Tsukuda discloses a delivery 
managing system (See Figure 1) with a transaction server (113) and database servers (111,112). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Oglivie, include the transaction server and database servers of 
Tsukuda, in order to improve the coordination of information for the delivery of goods to provide 
a smooth delivery system, (see Tsukuda, abstract and columns 1-3) 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Sansone et al. (6,028,517) discloses the use of delivery/pickup receptacles, controlled 
by a network, Mardon (5,126,732) disclose the use of a storage system with adjacent bins, 
Stephens et al. (6,323,782) disclose the use of an unattended item delivery system, VanTill et al. 
(6,404,337) disclose the use of a system over the internet which controls delivery to unattended 
storage systems, Ross (5,648,770) discloses the use of a system which notifies a recipient of an 
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impending delivery, Stevens (WO 02/095536 A2) discloses the use of a system for an unattended 
drop box. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamisue A. Webb whose telephone number is (703) 308-8579. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 - 4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (703) 308-2702. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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pmMARY EXAMINER 



